D6ar Jimay ’ 10/25/86 

Hanty response to your 10/23 because I'm tied up in other things. 

the a hunch t hat you'd gotten some Hist records from the FBI because out of 

I 1 al ?° 6, ° ta few * irom what you suy you got a few I didn't get, so I'd 

them If hv ^° U ,J T d "V C0Py ° f 0aCh ° ne that you SO* 00 I can compare 
them. If by any alight change I got what you didn't. I'll send you a copy 

“„sr “■ ■ * =*“ i - SSiSJ Liz 

vour th ° ° ne ; t 5 ine in tha ^Cressive story that was news to me, that 

your protector foreman got %ie to leak that story to pressure you into copying a 

p a. I was always ajtrc that Hu4e had done the leaking but I'd not suspected that 

i*; 1,0 Sti11 n0t Sure ’ althou ^ h H “ie seems to admit it. Have you 
thought of suing Huie over this? You'd do better for yourself that ^ercy did. 

amJS*! U U ^ e /° ur ' :roUnd!i for 3uil « thR committee? Aren't they immune in all 

with oS r erab ° r ' “J 1 “ 3U ' ! y0U saw it » when St0ke3 Parted getting nasty 

With our boy Jim, whose major flaw is that he doesn't get mad enough h#> m h a 

s Liih.* 8 “i- ■>«»«« the ee^ir^r^L sut ss* 

He gave the cair up to Fauntroy instead. 

then 1 ! h !b e b i3 + b ne biC /? P *" the Ki3t Papera 1 * ot ’ as 1 n ° w recall it. The story 
then is that others got in touch with HSCA, or with the PUT „ n i 

records. Use, there ie „e record ihdic.tL ” “t^^^eLaS 

■ red or eny record of their ukU* Scotland Yard for the! o^on or fSuiaS Ld 

there xs no record indicating what I'm aurefcfc the FBI thought of ^ 

etory after he teatified *«, their o»„ records. I “ISZZ, 

jbii records they had wfeLch made it impossible to believe Eist. 


Sincerely, f T \ 
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^rold Weisberg 


